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1 somebody can point that out to me on the map or if 

2 we could describe it so that everybody knows what 

3 this region is or if it was meant to be just those 

4 three, Big, Little and Black Sand Beach, that we 

5 find out the official names of those and put them in 

6 the condition. And that's where the master plan is 

7 there and, you know, may be adjoining areas or 

8 something like that to take care of what you're 

9 talking about, Mr. Buck, as far as areas to support 

10 the plan for the beach -- beach areas. 

11 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Mr. Chair. 

12 CHAIR NISHIKI: Go ahead, Dain. 

13 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Was the intention to talk about the 

14 State park at Makena? Because I think from the 

15 Parks' perspective to they came forward with, 

16 well -- and I don't know if Big Beach, Little Beach 

17 and --

18 CHAIR NISHIKI: Black Sand. 

19 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: -- and Black Sand Beach is part of 

20 the State park. Is it part of the State park, those 

21 three beaches? 

22 MR. BUCK: Big and Little are, but I don't think Black 

23 Sand is. 

24 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: And just questions, Mr. Chair. And I 

25 don't know if Roy is around just to clarify but --
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1 ?: He's coming. 

2 MR. BUCK: He's coming. 

3 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: I think these two that they were 

4 submitted ties into No. 37 and 38 what the 

5 intentions were anyway. 

6 CHAIR NISHIKI: Well, one's the lateral access. 

7 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Yeah, the first one is the lateral. 

8 The second one 1S the master plan, yeah, Chair? 

9 CHAIR NISHIKI: Yeah. 

10 VICE-CHAIR HOKAMA: Chairman? Oh, I'm sorry. 

11 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: No, I yield. 

12 CHAIR NISHIKI: Go ahead, Riki. 

13 VICE-CHAIR HOKAMA: Chairman, I just want to share a 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

comment and just have the members think about it. 

Many of you know my position about assuming 

State responsibility or State facilities. I would 

hope that the State would not look at what was on 

the board -- either our language or even the 

alternative provided by the applicant tonight that 

producing a beach park master plan including the 

State Park Makena is (inaudible) is trying to 

exercise control over their property and just makes 

it easier for them to executive order and transfer 

title and maintenance and responsibility to the 

County for another facility that we haven't built 
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1 and that we are now going to have to be financially 

2 responsible for. Unless that is, of course, the 

3 intent of what this Committee is trying to achieve 

4 in a roundabout way, get control and title of this 

5 State park. 

6 CHAIR NISHIKI: Are you done? 

7 VICE-CHAIR HOKAMA: Yes, Chairman, because, again, I just 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

recall the last few years when the West Maui Wayside 

Parks became an issue, Council voted not to accept 

the property. It was State developed for State park 

purposes. When they ran into their financial 

predicaments, what did they choose? Dump it on the 

County. 

So, again, we made a policy call not to 

accept it. Yet, we end up being responsible for it. 

So, again, if this lS viewed as a type of -- trying 

to control the use of that park or control the 

development of that park -- I don't know if the 

State will say, well, since the County's trying to 

exercise control, then, they can have it, be our 

guest. 

And, again, members, if that's a policy call 

that the County wants to make -- I know what the 

Department's opinion would be. But I just bring 

that up in discussion because we are now moving into 
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1 lands that is not under the County's control and is 

2 not under the developer's control. It is totally a 

3 third party. 

4 COUNCILMEMBER PONTANILLA: Mr. Chair. 

5 CHAIR NISHIKI: Go ahead. 

6 COUNCILMEMBER PONTANILLA: I have a question for the 

7 Planning Department in regards to the master plan 

8 for the park at Makena. 

9 I remember back when -- you know, as a member 

10 of the Planning Commission, that we had approved a 

11 project to install comfort stations, two of them. 

12 And part of the condition at that time was that the 

13 State needed to develop, along with the -- and a 

14 group of people on -- in trying to create a master 

15 plan for Makena, Makena Beach Park. So, a question 

16 for the Department if those plans were ever 

17 completed. 

18 MR. FOLEY: Mr. Chairman, we're not aware of any plans 

19 that have been submitted by the State to the County 

20 since that time. 

21 COUNCILMEMBER PONTANILLA: So, it was never done then. 

22 MR. FOLEY: I don't think so. 

23 COUNCILMEMBER PONTANILLA: Okay. 

24 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Mr. Chair? 

25 CHAIR NISHIKI: Go ahead, Dain. 
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1 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Is it possible to temporarily defer 

2 on No. 37 and consider looking at No. 38 with the 

3 developer's language which seems to be more specific 

4 in nature on that lateral beach access beach park or 

5 the expansion? 

6 Is the body willing to move forward in 

7 doing -- talking about that at this point and then 

8 moving on to 39 which is renovating and beautifying 

9 beach parks in Makena region which would include 

10 Makena Landing and then, 40, talking about the 

11 developer maintaining all existing and future park 

12 lands within the resort area? I'm trying to get --

13 CHAIR NISHIKI: Committee? 

14 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: I'm trying to get some momentum, 

15 Chair. 

16 CHAIR NISHIKI: Yeah. 

17 COUNCIL MEMBERS VOICED NO OBJECTIONS. 

18 CHAIR NISHIKI: Jo Anne? 

19 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: I just had a question before we 

20 moved on and 

21 CHAIR NISHIKI: Go ahead. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: this would be in regard to the 

conditions with regard to the State Land Use 

Commission or any State ordinances regarding State 

parks. 
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1 Are there any requirements, either as a part 

2 of the State land use conditions or as a part of any 

3 State legislation, that deal with parks or park 

4 space or shoreline access, any of the same issues 

5 that we're dealing with at the County level? 

6 MR. FOLEY: Mr. Chairman, to answer that question, we'd 

7 need to find that list of State Land Use Commission 

8 conditions which we have 

9 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: I have gone through that. I have 

10 gone through it, and I didn't find anything. 

11 MR. FOLEY: Oh, okay. 

12 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: But a lot of times there are 

13 standard conditions that would not be separate 

14 conditions that would impose exactions because we 

15 have affordable housing. We have DOE. We have, you 

16 know, water, all kinds of other conditions. I'm 

17 just curious as to -- usually County law follows 

18 State law with regard to park assessment. So, I'd 

19 be real curious to know if the State law actually 

20 requires, as a part of a standard condition, any 

21 kind of exaction with regard to park assessment or 

22 participation in -- in any State park projects. 

23 CHAIR NISHIKI: You're asking a question? 

24 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Yeah. And if they need time to 

25 research it, that's fine. 
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1 MR. FOLEY: Yeah, we -- we will continue to look for it 

2 while we're talking about these other issues. 

3 CHAIR NISHIKI: Okay. No objections, we're going to defer 

4 37 and move on to 38 to address the lateral access 

5 that the developer had some discussion with us and 

6 had agreed to deal with it. 

7 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Mr. Chair? 

8 CHAIR NISHIKI: Yeah, go ahead, Dain. 

9 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: So, would there be any objections for 

10 the body in considering a motion, which is the first 

11 paragraph of the handout, April 12th handout? And 

12 that would, I think, correlate with what we have in 

13 38, just with more detail and in conjunction -- I 

14 think it, again, also correlates with the 

15 presentation that was given to us by the developer a 

16 couple of meetings ago, if there's any objections to 

17 considering that as a motion; and, if not, I'll make 

18 the motion. 

19 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Mr. Chair? 

20 CHAIR NISHIKI: Yeah, go ahead. 

21 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: I -- at this point, my question is 

22 

23 

24 

25 

contained within this particular item; and I don't 

feel comfortable moving this forward as a motion 

because we haven't really I know we've discussed 

some elements of this but not the whole thing and 
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1 particularly about, you know, the County of Maui 

2 accepting this particular land dedication. I don't 

3 know how Parks Department even feels about that. 

4 So, before we accept anything as a motion, 

5 I'd at least like to have the discussion to know if 

6 we're all on the same page here. 

7 CHAIR NISHIKI: Okay. 

8 MR. BUCK: Mr. Chair? 

9 CHAIR NISHIKI: We'll have discussion first. 

10 MR. BUCK: Mr. Chairman? 

11 CHAIR NISHIKI: Parks Department, go ahead. 

12 MR. BUCK: The Department's position on any conditions 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

that will be required of the developer, we do not 

want it to be applied to the fulfillment of a parks 

dedication or fulfillment of those requirements. It 

either be cash or money. That's the position of the 

Department. 

If it's going to affect that aspect when it 

comes to do the SMA and the permit, we would prefer 

not to have any conditions for the rezoning if it's 

going to affect our -- what it's going to do is 

going to tie our hands. And what -- the department 

does not want to deal with that. They would rather 

have -- either go with the zonings -- it does not 

count -- or our position is we would not have 
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1 want to see any conditions that would tie our hands 

2 later on when it comes to dealing with the park 

3 dedication. 

4 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: And, John, that would also apply 

5 to acceptance, then, of that land? You know, you're 

6 not -- because as a part of this condition as it's, 

7 you know, being talked about, you're not wanting to 

8 take care of that area or, you know, have the Parks 

9 Department accept that as land that you would be 

10 responsible for; is that correct? 

11 MR. BUCK: If we were to accept the land, we would --

12 hopefully that it would be, as with the other lands 

13 right now, that would be maintained by Makena 

14 Resort. 

15 But like I said before, we would -- we would 

16 like to see the expansion of that park; but as we've 

17 stated before in many, many, many meetings ago, we 

18 did not want park -- the rezoning requirements to be 

19 part of what -- the assessment when it comes to 

20 the -- doing the ded -- park dedication assessments. 

21 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Thank you. Then, Mr. Chair, I 

22 would not be supportive of the wording of this 

23 particular --

24 CHAIR NISHIKI: Yeah. Any other questions? Riki, go 

25 ahead. 
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1 VICE-CHAIR HOKAMA: Just so we can be clear from Mr. Buck 

2 representing the Parks Department! within this 

3 rezoning project! what you're telling us this 

4 evening is you just want the money. You don't want 

5 the parks. Is that what you're telling us? 

6 MR. BUCK: What we want is the flex -- the flexibility to 

7 either accept cash! all cash! all land or a 

8 combination of the two without deciding it right now 

9 but at the time of the SMA application when this 

10 a determination of the park assessments takes place. 

11 CHAIR NISHIKI: Riki? 

12 VICE-CHAIR HOKAMA: Again! Chair! I'm just trying to see 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

how it fits because this condition is asking for an 

expansion of a beach park; but it's not to be 

included as part of the park requirements. So! I 

have a problem with that. 

I mean! if the park assessment is estimated 

at this time to be $9 million and whether you take 

No.1 or No.2 and let's just say -- No.1! I have 

no idea what this one-and-a-half acres of park 

expansion would be. If it's what we've seen on the 

pictures! Mr. Chairman! it's pretty much presented 

already in a usable condition. Then why shouldn't 

a -- be de -- subtracted from the $9 million that 

they owe us for parks? 
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1 CHAIR NISHIKI: I think that's a Council call. 

2 VICE-CHAIR HOKAMA: Exactly, Chairman. Thank you. 

3 CHAIR NISHIKI: Okay. 

4 VICE-CHAIR HOKAMA: Thank you. 

5 CHAIR NISHIKI: John, the park right now and the bathroom 

6 facilities down at the landing, the one behind the 

7 church where you've got your restroom facilities and 

8 also the bathroom facilities at Maluaka on the south 

9 side, including the smaller park, who right now 

10 maintains that area? 

11 MR. BUCK: We have a maintenance agreement with Makena 

12 Resort. They do the day-to-day maintenance as far 

13 as mowing the grass, picking up the trash, cleaning 

14 the restrooms. The Parks Department pays for the 

15 water and electrical bills; and any major repairs, 

16 the County of Maui re -- pays for those. 

17 CHAIR NISHIKI: Yeah. And all I am saying to the eight of 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

you is we heard the developer say that they would 

be -- would not have any objections to expanding 

that park and creating that access. We did not hear 

them say that -- at that time that they wanted park 

credits or whatever. Now, they're saying that they 

want it. 

So, I think that in lieu of looking at what 

you feel is justified and fair, I would ask that we 
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1 make that decision. I think that that lateral 

2 access that people have asked for, and we would want 

3 that to be created. 

4 I don't really know whether by law the 

5 developer is bound to create lateral access in lieu 

6 of even gathering rights and the ability for -- and 

7 I don't know whether it's specifically for native 

8 Hawaiians; but what is the law right now in regards 

9 to the general public being able to move 

10 laterally -- laterally along the shoreline? 

11 Planning Department? 

12 MR. MOTO: Well, taking into consideration a number of 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

things, first, Hawaii Supreme Court cases as well as 

the Coastal Zone Management law, based on the cases, 

it appears that native Hawaiians, possibly also some 

people who are not necessarily native Hawaiians but 

who can demonstrate certain customary traditional 

practices -- they need not necessarily reside in the 

immediate area, by the way -- can legitimately 

assert rights of access to engage in traditional and 

customary practices, particularly as relates to 

undeveloped parcels of land. Access may be 

restricted where you are dealing with developed 

properties and residential properties, for example. 

Within the immediate shoreline, in theory --
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

or at least by -- at least by legal theory, lateral 

access should be encouraged and preserved through 

the application and enforcement of shoreline 

management area laws as well as shoreline setback 

rules which, if they are applied properly, are 

designed to prevent development from encroaching 

our structures and development from encroaching upon 

and impeding movement along the shoreline. 

Now, these rights of access, whether it's 

pursuant to State constitutional principles and 

State case law, or whether it's as a result of 

Coastal Zone Management law and shoreline setback 

rules, do not necessarily require specific 

dedication of lands. They're just talking about 

access rights. 

If one wants to specifically designate lands 

or portions of lands to provide for clear, unimpeded 

and marked public access, then on occasion, whether 

through my -- through Planning Commission action or, 

in some cases, through Council action, conditions 

have been imposed that require property owners to 

record upon the property a unilateral agreement that 

dedicates portions, strips, for public access 

purposes. 

An example of this kind of legislative action 
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1 occurred in connection, for example, with the 

2 that Earl Stoner subdivision in Makena. I've 

3 forgotten the name of the subdivision. 

4 But there -- there's an example of a -- I 

5 think it was a rezoning in which the property had 

6 been surveyed and a -- portions of the property 

7 nearest the shoreline were demarcated and a 

8 condition recorded upon the property pursuant to 

9 which the property owner pledged in perpetuity to 

10 make that portion of the property accessible for --

11 to the public for shoreline activities. 

12 CHAIR NISHIKI: You know, excuse the Chair for letting off 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

a little hot air now; but, you know, when we had 

this discussion, I never thought that it would come 

to these kinds of conditions that the developer now 

wants park credits and everything else. 

You know, I thought it wa~ going to be a give 

and take kind of thing; but you know what/ I really 

see them getting a little bit hard ball. And I'm a 

little bit upset, to be honest with you, sitting 

from this position here in reading this. 

And, you know, the way I look at it now is 

you know what, set the conditions. They don't like 

it. They won't sign it. Then we have other 

alternatives; but I was a bit miffed when I really 
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1 started reading what was being proposed, my fellow 

2 Council members, and now the developer getting a 

3 little hard ball going, you know what, all this 

4 stuff, we want to have park credits and the entire 

5 situation, I really thought it was going to be, you 

6 know, as part of a condition that we had agreed upon 

7 and wasn't -- they weren't going to take it this 

8 far. They've really -- I don't know. For me, it's 

9 a little bit upsetting. 

10 Go ahead, Dain, I'm sorry. 

11 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: No, Mr. Chairman, and I think it's 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

both ways. I think, Mr. Chairman, some of your 

conditions have been hard ball, too, to be quite 

frank. 

And so, I don't think we should be getting 

hung up on the hard ball components of it. I think 

we should -- let's get down to business. Let's do 

what we said we're going to do. Put them on the 

table. Let's have the discussion. Let's have the 

debate. And as individuals, as elected officials to 

make decisions, let's make the decision and see 

which one stands, which one falls; and we move on, 

nothing personal. 

I mean, we got three more left; and I think 

we've had good discussion. Some of us may feel 
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that -- you said it yourself, Mr. Chair. Beach 

access is what people want, lateral access. It was 

one of the major things that was brought forward. 

In fact, in some of your conditions in previous 

meetings of this hearing, you've proposed lateral 

access; and I think it was similar to what was 

submitted by Mr. Isaac Hall. And that's where I 

think all this kind of got into -- on -- into the 

discussion. 

And I also agree, it's a give and take. It's 

not just take and then chastise for asking for the 

give. And that's what I'm kind of getting from you, 

Mr. Chair. 

If it's asking for the park dedication 

requirements, then, to me, we should look at it from 

the standpoint of what is going to be the best 

benefit for the County. So, in this case, if we 

have the choice -- and I'm going to ask Mr. Moto to 

give us a read on it -- if we have the choice when 

it comes to park dedication on either the money or 

the park land, I mean, obviously it wouldn't be in 

our best interest if we take this beach lateral 

access and then allow them to charge us $5 million 

for this one-and-a-half acres. 

I mean, shucks, we already paid, what, 
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1 $4 million for an acre down in Palauea. So, I don't 

2 know if that's what they're thinking about in here 

3 or does the County have the position of saying, you 

4 know what, you can apply one-and-a-half acres 

5 towards the -- how many -- I don't know how many 

6 acres is involved with the overall project. Is 

7 there a number? 

8 VICE-CHAIR HOKAMA: 17. 

9 MR. BUCK: 17. 

10 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: 17 acres. So, we're just talking 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

about, out of the 17 acres, accepting 1.5 of the 

17 -- we're still going to have 15.5 acres or money 

or a combination of. 

And so, if they're going to try hit us on the 

money part, then, yeah, let's play hard ball. We 

say, no, ain't going to be what the 1.5 acres is 

worth. It's the 1.5 acres and we'll minus that off 

the 17 whatever acres. And we still get 

15-and-a-half acres to work with or the -- you know, 

the Planning Department and whatnot that's SMA. 

But it's a -- you said it yourself again, 

Chair. It's lateral access. It's a high demand. 

It's access down to the beach that people get hard 

time going to. They're willing to fix it up, make 

it nice, expand the existing beach, go through the 
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1 process of doing all that. 

2 And moving forward at the end, No. 40, 

3 they'll be -- they'll maintain it just like they 

4 have with current agreements. That sounds like a 

5 give and take to me as long as we make it to a 

6 benefit to us, though, not let them soak us for 

7 taking on it for $9 million whatever -- you know, 

8 that's where the Planning Department and SMA, they 

9 can make the determination which one is going to be 

10 the better one. 

11 So, I'm -- I'm for us putting this on the 

12 table and let's talk about it because it's a 

13 definite need. You yourself, Mr. Chair, supported 

14 this beach lateral access idea, whether it's this 

15 specifically or something along that lines. I'm 

16 supportive of a lateral access to get to the beach 

17 and allow people to get down there. 

18 And so, I'm hoping that you would allow it to 

19 at least be put on the table for discussion; and 

20 that's all and then let the decision be made by the 

21 nine of us via a vote ultimately. Thank you. 

22 CHAIR NISHIKI: Oh, I'm definitely in favor of it, Dain. 

23 

24 

25 

I don't know where you see that I'm not. I'm just 

saying what I had earlier -- when we've had this 

discussion, perhaps at that point in time none of 
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1 you realized that this was -- what was going to come 

2 down in regards to applying credits for it. Did 

3 you? 

4 I don't think any of you can say it with a 

5 straight answer that that's what was -- that's what 

6 it was. And that's all I'm saying, you know. I 

7 don't tend to agree with you -- and that's all 

8 right that it's a give and take. I think right 

9 now it's a bit taking -- and that's all I'm 

10 saying -- in lieu of what we're giving. 

11 And as you said, we can have this discussion; 

12 but I feel like this language that came in was 

13 unexpected. 

14 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Let's work with our original language 

15 then, Chair. 

16 CHAIR NISHIKI: Okay. 

17 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: No. 38. 

18 CHAIR NISHIKI: Yeah. And then we've got 40 in there. 

19 So, are there any problems with working with our 

20 original language, members? 

21 VICE-CHAIR HOKAMA: Move to accept. 

22 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Second, No. 38. 

23 CHAIR NISHIKI: Moved by Riki, seconded by Dain to adopt 

24 condition 38. 

25 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: You might want to read it, Chair, for 
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1 the record. 

2 CHAIR NISHIKI: Yeah. Oh, I'm sorry. I didn't read it. 

3 "The developer shall produce a lateral beach access 

4 plan in coordination with the Department of Planning 

5 which shall consult with appropriate State and 

6 County agencies within one year of this ordinance's 

7 effective date." 

8 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Discussion. 

9 CHAIR NISHIKI: Discussion? Jo Anne, go ahead. 

10 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Once again, we went through this 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

before; and part of the reason why we're looking at 

some of the elements that are contained within the 

developer's wording is that the developer has said 

that they shall develop. 

In this one, if they're going to only develop 

a beach access plan but there's no mention of 

what they're going to implement. There's no mention 

of the area where it's going to be. So, I know it's 

getting late again; but this is one of those areas 

that we went back and forth about this. And I 

actually think that if we amend the first paragraph 

of the developer's proposed conditions, I think that 

we might be able to work with it. 

And my -- my wording would take out in the 

developer's originally -- I guess -- I know we're 
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1 not on that subject now; but because we're 

2 discussing this, I think that we should designate 

3 that they're going to help develop the expansion of 

4 the beach park at the south end of Maluaka Beach. 

5 I think it should state clearly what the 

6 amount of the acreage is and just state that it's 

7 for public use and for beach access. I think that 

8 we did agree or the developer agreed that on the 

9 time thing, that they would require the expansion 

10 within six months of the approval of the change in 

11 zoning and that if we just simply say that the land 

12 area of the 1.5 acres would be applied as credit 

13 toward satisfying a portion of the applicable park 

14 dedication requirements, to me, I think that would 

15 be better than going back to what we've already 

16 discussed which really is just a plan. I think 

17 we're actually going backwards if we go that way. 

18 So, that's my thought. That's my discussion. 

19 CHAIR NISHIKI: You know what? I'm going to pull the Earl 

20 Stoner conditions. So, I'm going to have a recess 

21 until 11:10. Thank you. (Gavel.) Meeting in 

22 recess. 

23 RECESS: 11:04 p.m. 

24 RECONVENE: 11:22 p.m. 

25 CHAIR NISHIKI: Meeting please reconvene. The Committee 
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1 will be in recess until 4:30 Wednesday. That is 

2 MR. RAATZ: In the Council chambers? 

3 CHAIR NISHIKI: March --

4 COUNCILMEMBER KANE: April 14th. 

5 CHAIR NISHIKI: -- April 14th, April 14th, Council 

6 Chambers. 

7 MS. BANTILAN: What time? 

8 CHAIR NISHIKI: 4:30, yeah, p.m. Okay. Meeting in 

9 recess. (Gavel. ) 

10 

11 RECESS: 11:23 p.m. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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